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STATE OF NEW YORK- BOARD OF PAROLE 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL DECISION NOTICE 
Name: Williams, Michael Facility: Marcy CF 
NY SID 
DIN: 12-B-1120 
Appearances: 
Decision appealed: 
Final Revocation 
Hearing Date: 
Papers considered: 
Appeals Unit 
Review: 
Charles Greenberg Esq. 
3840 East Robinson Road 
#318 
Amherst, New York 14228 
Appeal Control No.: 12-078-17 
November 7, 2017 revocation of release and imposition of a time assessment of 26-
months. 
November 7, 2017 
Appellant's Briefreceived November 16, 2018 
Statement of the Appeals Unit's Findings and Recommendation 
Records relied upon: Notice.of Violation, Violation of Release Report, Final Hearing Transcript, Parole 
Revocation Decision Notice 
de :signed determine that the decision appealed is hereby: 
_Reversed, remanded for de novo hearing _Reversed, violation vacated 
_Vacated for de novo review of time assessment only Modified to-----
~ 
_ . Affirmed _Reversed, remanded for de novo hearing _Reversed, violation vacated 
____ vacated for de novo review of time assessment only Modified to -----
~ffirmed _Reversed, remanded for de novo hearing _Reversed, violation vacated 
Commissioner _Vacated for de novo review of time assessment only Modified to ___ _ 
If the Final Determination is at variance with Findings and Recommendation of Appeals Unit, written 
reasons for the Parole Board's determination .!!!!!!! be annexed hereto. 
This Fin'al Determination, the related Statement of the Appeals Unit's Findings and the separ te fi dings of 
the Parole Board, if any, were mailed to the Inmate and the Inmate's Counsel, if any, on i~ l6. , 
Distribution: Appeals Unit - i\ppellanl. - Appellant ·s Counsel - Inst. Parole File - Central File 
P-2002{3) (] 112018) 
STATE OF NEW YORK – BOARD OF PAROLE 
APPEALS UNIT FINDINGS & RECOMMENDATION 
Name: Williams, Michael  DIN: 12-B-1120 
Facility: Marcy CF AC No.:  12-078-17 R 
    
Findings: (Page 1 of 1) 
 
Distribution: Appeals Unit – Appellant - Appellant’s Counsel - Inst. Parole File - Central File 
P-2002(B)  (11/2018) 
Appellant challenges the November 7, 2017 determination of the administrative law judge 
(“ALJ”), revoking release and imposing a 26-month time assessment. Appellant raises two issues: 
1) his attorney at the final hearing only received the paperwork three days beforehand, he never 
met his attorney until the day of the hearing, and requests for an adjournment were met with threats 
of retaliation. 2) he had no attorney for the Preliminary Violation Hearing. 
 
    The record reflects Appellant, who was represented by counsel at the final revocation hearing, 
pleaded guilty to one charge with the understanding that the Administrative Law Judge (“ALJ”) 
would impose a 24-month time assessment pursuant to a joint recommendation by the parties.  The 
guilty plea was entered into knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily.  Consequently, his guilty plea 
forecloses this challenge.  See Matter of Steele v. New York State Div. of Parole, 123 A.D.3d 1170, 
998 N.Y.S.2d 244 (3d Dept. 2014); Matter of Gonzalez v. Artus, 107 A.D.3d 1568, 1569, 966 
N.Y.S.2d 710, 711 (4th Dept. 2013). There is nothing in the record to support Appellant’s claim 
that his plea was coerced.  Matter of Thorpe v. Fischer, 53 A.D.3d 1003, 1004, 862 N.Y.S.2d 636, 
637 (3d Dept. 2008).   
     There is no statutory right to counsel at a preliminary hearing and there is nothing in the record 
to suggest this case falls within the minority of cases in which fundamental fairness requires 
appointment.  People ex rel. Calloway v. Skinner, 33 N.Y.2d 23, 31, 347 N.Y.S.2d 178 (1973); 
People ex rel. Wagner v. Travis, 273 A.D.2d 849, 710 N.Y.S.2d 271 (4th Dept. 2000); People ex 
rel. Clanton v. Smith, 105 A.D.2d 1123, 482 N.Y.S.2d 392 (4th Dept. 1984), app. denied 64 N.Y.2d 
606, 487 N.Y.S.2d 1026 (1985).  This claim becomes moot once the final revocation hearing is 
held.  Matter of Bolden .v Dennison, 28 A.D.3d 1234, 814 N.Y.S.2d 477 (4th Dept. 2006) lv. den. 7 
N.Y.3d 705, 819 N.Y.S.2d 872 (2006); People ex rel. Wagner v. Travis, 273 A.D.2d 849, 710 
N.Y.S.2d 271 (4th Dept. 2000).   
Recommendation:  Affirm. 
